Measurement of Trilinear Gauge Couplings in $e^+ e^-$ Collisions at 161 GeV and 172 GeV by Abreu, P. et al.
Measurement of Trilinear Gauge Couplings in e+e−
Collisions at 161 GeV and 172 GeV
P. Abreu, W. Adam, T. Adye, P. Adzic, G D. Alekseev, R. Alemany, P P.
Allport, S. Almehed, U. Amaldi, S. Amato, et al.
To cite this version:
P. Abreu, W. Adam, T. Adye, P. Adzic, G D. Alekseev, et al.. Measurement of Trilinear Gauge




Submitted on 3 Nov 1998
HAL is a multi-disciplinary open access
archive for the deposit and dissemination of sci-
entific research documents, whether they are pub-
lished or not. The documents may come from
teaching and research institutions in France or
abroad, or from public or private research centers.
L’archive ouverte pluridisciplinaire HAL, est
destine´e au de´poˆt et a` la diffusion de documents
scientifiques de niveau recherche, publie´s ou non,
e´manant des e´tablissements d’enseignement et de
recherche franc¸ais ou e´trangers, des laboratoires
publics ou prive´s.
EUROPEAN ORGANIZATION FOR NUCLEAR RESEARCH
CERN{PPE/97{163
17 December 1997






161 GeV and 172 GeV
DELPHI Collaboration
Abstract
Trilinear gauge boson couplings are measured using data taken by
DELPHI at 161 GeV and 172 GeV. Values for WWV couplings (V = Z; ) are













using dierential distributions from the WW nal state in which one W decays
hadronically and the other leptonically, and total cross-section data from other
channels. Limits are also derived on neutral ZV  couplings from an analysis




!  + invisible particles.












































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Department of Physics and Astronomy, Iowa State University, Ames IA 50011-3160, USA
2
Physics Department, Univ. Instelling Antwerpen, Universiteitsplein 1, BE-2610 Wilrijk, Belgium
and IIHE, ULB-VUB, Pleinlaan 2, BE-1050 Brussels, Belgium
and Faculte des Sciences, Univ. de l'Etat Mons, Av. Maistriau 19, BE-7000 Mons, Belgium
3
Physics Laboratory, University of Athens, Solonos Str. 104, GR-10680 Athens, Greece
4
Department of Physics, University of Bergen, Allegaten 55, NO-5007 Bergen, Norway
5
Dipartimento di Fisica, Universita di Bologna and INFN, Via Irnerio 46, IT-40126 Bologna, Italy
6
Centro Brasileiro de Pesquisas Fsicas, rua Xavier Sigaud 150, BR-22290 Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
and Depto. de Fsica, Pont. Univ. Catolica, C.P. 38071 BR-22453 Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
and Inst. de Fsica, Univ. Estadual do Rio de Janeiro, rua S~ao Francisco Xavier 524, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
7
Comenius University, Faculty of Mathematics and Physics, Mlynska Dolina, SK-84215 Bratislava, Slovakia
8
College de France, Lab. de Physique Corpusculaire, IN2P3-CNRS, FR-75231 Paris Cedex 05, France
9
CERN, CH-1211 Geneva 23, Switzerland
10
Institut de Recherches Subatomiques, IN2P3 - CNRS/ULP - BP20, FR-67037 Strasbourg Cedex, France
11
Institute of Nuclear Physics, N.C.S.R. Demokritos, P.O. Box 60228, GR-15310 Athens, Greece
12
FZU, Inst. of Phys. of the C.A.S. High Energy Physics Division, Na Slovance 2, CZ-180 40, Praha 8, Czech Republic
13
Dipartimento di Fisica, Universita di Genova and INFN, Via Dodecaneso 33, IT-16146 Genova, Italy
14
Institut des Sciences Nucleaires, IN2P3-CNRS, Universite de Grenoble 1, FR-38026 Grenoble Cedex, France
15
Helsinki Institute of Physics, HIP, P.O. Box 9, FI-00014 Helsinki, Finland
16
Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, Dubna, Head Post Oce, P.O. Box 79, RU-101 000 Moscow, Russian Federation
17
Institut fur Experimentelle Kernphysik, Universitat Karlsruhe, Postfach 6980, DE-76128 Karlsruhe, Germany
18
Institute of Nuclear Physics and University of Mining and Metalurgy, Ul. Kawiory 26a, PL-30055 Krakow, Poland
19
Universite de Paris-Sud, Lab. de l'Accelerateur Lineaire, IN2P3-CNRS, Ba^t. 200, FR-91405 Orsay Cedex, France
20
School of Physics and Chemistry, University of Lancaster, Lancaster LA1 4YB, UK
21
LIP, IST, FCUL - Av. Elias Garcia, 14-1
o
, PT-1000 Lisboa Codex, Portugal
22
Department of Physics, University of Liverpool, P.O. Box 147, Liverpool L69 3BX, UK
23
LPNHE, IN2P3-CNRS, Univ. Paris VI et VII, Tour 33 (RdC), 4 place Jussieu, FR-75252 Paris Cedex 05, France
24
Department of Physics, University of Lund, Solvegatan 14, SE-223 63 Lund, Sweden
25
Universite Claude Bernard de Lyon, IPNL, IN2P3-CNRS, FR-69622 Villeurbanne Cedex, France
26
Univ. d'Aix - Marseille II - CPP, IN2P3-CNRS, FR-13288 Marseille Cedex 09, France
27
Dipartimento di Fisica, Universita di Milano and INFN, Via Celoria 16, IT-20133 Milan, Italy
28
Niels Bohr Institute, Blegdamsvej 17, DK-2100 Copenhagen , Denmark
29
NC, Nuclear Centre of MFF, Charles University, Areal MFF, V Holesovickach 2, CZ-180 00, Praha 8, Czech Republic
30
NIKHEF, Postbus 41882, NL-1009 DB Amsterdam, The Netherlands
31
National Technical University, Physics Department, Zografou Campus, GR-15773 Athens, Greece
32
Physics Department, University of Oslo, Blindern, NO-1000 Oslo 3, Norway
33
Dpto. Fisica, Univ. Oviedo, Avda. Calvo Sotelo s/n, ES-33007 Oviedo, Spain, (CICYT-AEN96-1681)
34
Department of Physics, University of Oxford, Keble Road, Oxford OX1 3RH, UK
35
Dipartimento di Fisica, Universita di Padova and INFN, Via Marzolo 8, IT-35131 Padua, Italy
36
Rutherford Appleton Laboratory, Chilton, Didcot OX11 OQX, UK
37
Dipartimento di Fisica, Universita di Roma II and INFN, Tor Vergata, IT-00173 Rome, Italy
38
DAPNIA/Service de Physique des Particules, CEA-Saclay, FR-91191 Gif-sur-Yvette Cedex, France
39
Istituto Superiore di Sanita, Ist. Naz. di Fisica Nucl. (INFN), Viale Regina Elena 299, IT-00161 Rome, Italy
40
Instituto de Fisica de Cantabria (CSIC-UC), Avda. los Castros s/n, ES-39006 Santander, Spain,
(CICYT-AEN96-1681)
41
Inst. for High Energy Physics, Serpukov P.O. Box 35, Protvino, (Moscow Region), Russian Federation
42
J. Stefan Institute, Jamova 39, SI-1000 Ljubljana, Slovenia and Department of Astroparticle Physics, School of
Environmental Sciences, Kostanjeviska 16a, Nova Gorica, SI-5000 Slovenia,
and Department of Physics, University of Ljubljana, SI-1000 Ljubljana, Slovenia
43
Fysikum, Stockholm University, Box 6730, SE-113 85 Stockholm, Sweden
44
Dipartimento di Fisica Sperimentale, Universita di Torino and INFN, Via P. Giuria 1, IT-10125 Turin, Italy
45
Dipartimento di Fisica, Universita di Trieste and INFN, Via A. Valerio 2, IT-34127 Trieste, Italy
and Istituto di Fisica, Universita di Udine, IT-33100 Udine, Italy
46
Univ. Federal do Rio de Janeiro, C.P. 68528 Cidade Univ., Ilha do Fund~ao BR-21945-970 Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
47
Department of Radiation Sciences, University of Uppsala, P.O. Box 535, SE-751 21 Uppsala, Sweden
48




Osterr. Akad. d. Wissensch., Nikolsdorfergasse 18, AT-1050 Vienna, Austria
50
Inst. Nuclear Studies and University of Warsaw, Ul. Hoza 69, PL-00681 Warsaw, Poland
51
Fachbereich Physik, University of Wuppertal, Postfach 100 127, DE-42097 Wuppertal, Germany
52
On leave of absence from IHEP Serpukhov
53
Now at University of Florida
11 Introduction
One of the most important consequences of the SU(2)U(1) symmetry of the Standard
Model is the existence of non-Abelian self-couplings of the gauge bosons , W and Z
0
.
Using data taken in the DELPHI detector at LEP in 1996 at centre-of-mass energies of 161












!We have been used




!  + invisible particles
has been used to study couplings at the ZV  vertex.
The WWV coupling arises in WW production through the diagrams involving s-
channel exchange of Z
0
or . In singleW production, the dominant amplitude involving a
trilinear gauge coupling (TGC) is that arising from radiation of a virtual photon from the
incident electron or positron. The Standard Model predicts a charge coupling, described
by a parameter g
V
1
in an eective WWV Lagrangian L
WWV








= 1 [1]. In a general Lorentz-invariant description of the WWV
interaction, other couplings, both CP -conserving and CP -violating, are possible, but
their contributions are predicted to be zero in the Standard Model.
In searching for the presence of new physics, contributions from gauge-invariant oper-
ators of lowest dimension ( 6) have been considered, taking only those which have not










from CP -violating operators.
The CP -conserving parameters are related to the charge and dipole couplings dened











































are the sine and cosine of the







represent deviations from Standard

































!  + invisible particles is described within the Standard Model




! . A W fusion
diagram, containing a WW coupling, also contributes to  production, but its ampli-
tude is very small at LEP2 energies, and its relative contribution is negligible [3]. Possible
new physics contributions to single photon production could come from new families of
neutrinos, from the radiative production of any other neutral weakly interacting particle,
or from the s-channel exchange of  or Z leading to Z production via a triple vector bo-
son coupling. In this paper the latter possibility is examined. The ZV  vertex has been




; in the Standard Model all of these are zero at tree level. The parameters











an energy  representing the scale at which a novel interaction would become manifest,
and with a suciently large power n to ensure unitarity conservation at high energy.
Conventionally, n = 3 is used for h
V
1;3
and n = 4 for h
V
2;4









CP -conserving. However, the minimum dimen-
sionality of gauge-invariant operators contributing to L
ZV 
is 8 [5], so the observation of
deviations from Standard Model predictions is a priori less likely in this channel than in
those involving WWV couplings.
Results on WWV couplings have previously been reported in pp experiments [6{
8], and in rst reports of results at LEP2 [9,10]. Limits on ZV  couplings have been




2The next section of this paper describes the selection of events from the data and the
simulation of the various channels involved in the analysis. Results on the trilinear gauge
coupling parameters describing the WWV and ZV  vertices are reported in sections 3
and 4, respectively, and a summary is given in section 5.
2 Event selection and simulation





centre-of-mass energies of 161 and 172 GeV, respectively. Details of these data samples,
including denition of the criteria imposed for track selection and lepton identication,
and a description of the luminosity measurements, have been given in [9,15]. A detailed
description of the DELPHI detector may be found in [16], which includes descriptions
of the main components of the detector used in this study, namely, the trigger system,
the luminosity monitor, the tracking system in the barrel and forward regions, the muon
detectors and the electromagnetic calorimeters.
2.1 Selection of events for the study of WWV couplings
In the determination of WWV couplings, events were selected from topologies popu-
lated by the production and decay of aWW pair, and from those containing the products
of single W production.
Pair production of W s populates three nal state topologies, depending on the de-
cay mode of each W : the topology in which one W decays leptonically and the other
hadronically (jj`), in which two hadronic jets and an isolated lepton are reconstructed,
the fully hadronic topology (jjjj), requiring the presence of four hadronic jets, and the
topology containing only two identied leptons coming from the interaction point (``).




!We contributes signicantly in the kine-
matic region where a nal state electron or positron is emitted at small angle to the
beam and is thus likely to remain lost in the beam pipe. Depending on the decay mode
of theW , this process populates two nal state topologies, that with two jets and missing
energy (jjX) and that containing only a single lepton coming from the interaction point,
but no other track in the detector (`X).




















ular, the topologies jj` and jjX contain events in two dierent kinematic regions of




`. The four-fermion generators EXCALIBUR [17]
and GRC4F [18], which take account of background diagrams and interference eects
coherently, were used to produce simulated events. These generators were interfaced to
the JETSET hadronization model [19], tuned to Z
0
data [20], and to the full DELPHI
simulation program [16]. Samples of events were generated with both Standard Model
and non-Standard Model values of TGC parameters, and were used both to determine
the eciency of the selection criteria in the topologies studied, and to check the accuracy
of the analysis procedures in deriving the value of TGC parameters used in the generation
of events. In addition, in the analysis of the jj` nal state, the ERATO generator [21]
was used in conjunction with a fast simulation of the DELPHI detector (which included
realistic eciencies and smearing of generated quantities). Cross-checks were made to
ensure that the fast and full simulations agreed in the distributions of the kinematic vari-
ables used in the analysis. The study of the backgrounds due to qq() and ZZ production
was made using fully simulated events generated with the PYTHIA program [22].
3Each topology was selected as described below.
jj`:
Events in the jj` topology are characterized by two hadronic jets, one isolated electron
or muon (coming either from W decay or from the cascade decay W!:::!`:::) or a low
multiplicity jet with only one charged particle, due to  decay, and missing momentum
resulting from the neutrino. The major background comes from qq() production and
from four-fermion nal states containing two quarks and two leptons of the same avour.
The criteria used to select such events from the 161 and 172 GeV data samples have
been dened in [9] and [15] for the two energies respectively. At 161 GeV, 12 events were
selected with an eciency, averaged over the three leptonic channels, of (60:9  3:0)%
and an estimated background of 1:90:2 events; at 172 GeV, 40 events were selected (17
jj, 14 jje and 9 jj), the average eciency was (67:2  1:5)% and a background
contamination of 3:6  0:4 events was estimated. A 6-constraint kinematic t was then
applied to the 172 GeV data, imposing 4-momentum conservation, requiring both W
masses to be equal to 80.35 GeV/c
2
and requiring the 
2
probability of the t to exceed
0.001. This resulted in a sample of 34 events (15 jj, 12 jje and 7 jj) with average
eciency of (62:61:5)% and an estimated background contamination of 1:90:3 events.
jjjj:
The criteria used to dene the sample of events in the jjjj topology at 161 GeV have
been given in [9]. In this procedure, events were forced to a four-jet conguration. A
















energies of the jets with minimum and maximumenergy and 
min
is the minimum interjet
angle. The dominant background, which arises from the qq nal state, was suppressed
by imposing the condition D > 0:013 GeV
 1
. At 172 GeV, the requirement on D was
replaced by a condition on the three eigenvalues, P
1::3
, of the momentum tensor which,
when normalized such that their sum is unity, each have an expectation value of 1=3: the






was required to exceed 0.025. In addition, at least one of the three
5-constraint kinematic ts which could be made to the event, imposing equality of two
di-jet masses, was required to have 
2
< 50. The selected jjjj samples consisted of 15
events at 161 GeV and 52 events at 172 GeV, with estimated background contamination
of 5:50:6 and 15:21:0 events, respectively. The eciencies for reconstructing events in
the kinematically accepted region were found to be (69 3)% at 161 GeV and (71 2)%
at 172 GeV.
``:
Events in the `` topology were selected from events with multiplicity less than 5 and
which satised a 2-jet description, thus allowing decays into  leptons as well as into 
and e to be included. Requirements on the minimumpolar angle of the jets relative to the
beam axis and on the direction of the missing momentumhelped to suppress the dominant




!Z(), Bhabha scattering and two-photon collisions.
The criteria used at 161 and 172 GeV are described in [9] and [23], respectively. They
resulted in the selection of 2 events at 161 GeV and 7 events at 172 GeV, with estimated
eciencies of (48  3)% and (55  1)% and background contamination of 0:6  0:4 and
1:9 0:5 events at the two energies, respectively.
jjX:
The selection of events in the single W channel jjX was devised so as to accept events
which could be interpreted in terms of two jets and missing momentum, but to reject
events from the qq() nal state, in which the missing momentum is expected to lie near
the beam direction. This reaction constitutes the principal background in the selection of
4jjX events, but with a cross-section which is falling with increasing centre-of-mass energy.
Events were reconstructed with the LUCLUS algorithm [19] with d
join
= 5:5 GeV/c and
those with 2 or 3 jets were forced into a 2-jet conguration. Cuts were then applied on
the energy of each jet (E
j
> 20 GeV at 161 GeV, E
j
> 10 GeV at 172 GeV), on the jet





















at 172 GeV), on the angle between the direction of the missing momentum and the
beam direction (j cos 
miss
j < 0:9), and on the acollinearity angle of the jets and on their

















at 172 GeV). Events were rejected if there was an energy
deposition cluster of greater than 15 GeV in the electromagnetic calorimeter, isolated
from the nearest charged particle by more than 20

. Application of these procedures led
to the selection of 6 events at 161 GeV and 8 events at 172 GeV. Eciencies of (833)%
and (884)% were estimated in the selected kinematic region, leading to expected signal
rates of 1.4 and 3.0 events for Standard Model values of the couplings and backgrounds
of 5:5 0:6 and 6:2  0:7 events at the two energies, respectively.
`X:
In the selection of events in the `X topology, candidate events were required to have
only one charged particle track, clearly identied as a muon or electron (tau events were
not used). The normal track selections were tightened in order to reject cosmic ray
background: the track was required to pass within 1 cm of the interaction point in the
xy plane (perpendicular to the beam) and within 4 cm in z. Lepton candidates were also
required to have momentum p < 75 GeV/c, with transverse component p
t
> 20 GeV/c.
Eciencies of (94  2)% and (81  3)% in the selected kinematic region were estimated
at both 161 and 172 GeV for muon and electron events, respectively, and the background
was estimated to be negligible. One muon event was selected at each of the two energies
while, for Standard Model values of the couplings, 0.7 and 0.8 events were expected at
each energy, respectively.
2.2 Selection of events for the study of ZV  couplings




!  involved a search for events
containing only a single photon of high energy, emitted at large angle  to the beam
direction. Such events were selected by requiring the presence of a \good quality shower"
(dened in [16]) of energy E

> 25 GeV in the angular region 45

<  < 135

, covered
by the barrel electromagnetic calorimeter. Events with a signal in the forward electro-
magnetic calorimeter were rejected, and a second shower in the barrel calorimeter was
accepted only if it was within 20

of the rst one. Events were also rejected if any charged
particles were detected in the time projection chamber, the main tracking device of DEL-
PHI, or in the forward tracking chambers. The presence of charged particles not pointing
to the nominal beam crossing point also caused events to be rejected; this suppressed
background from beam gas interactions and cosmic ray events. In order to reject the
background from radiative Bhabha and Compton events, no energy deposit was allowed
in the luminosity monitor, situated in the very forward direction. A further rejection of
cosmic ray events was achieved by imposing a constraint on the photon direction: the line
of ight and the shower direction measured in the calorimeter were required to coincide
within 15

. Application of these criteria produced samples of 8 events at 161 GeV and 7
events at 172 GeV.
5In order to estimate the cross-section for the single photon production process, the









) and Compton events. The identication eciency
was estimated using samples of 2500 fully simulated events at each energy, produced
with the generator NUNUGPV [24]. The overall eciency was shown to be dependent
on the photon energy in the angular region under consideration, ranging from 58% at
E

= 25 GeV to  71% for E

> 50 GeV. Possible sources of background to the single













 collisions, cosmic ray and Compton events, and beam gas interactions. All of these
were found to give negligible contributions.
3 Results on WWV couplings
From the results of previous studies [1], it is expected that the data in the jj`
topology at 172 GeV will provide the greatest precision in the determination of WWV
couplings. These data were analyzed by studying the joint distribution of two variables
which retain all the available information of the 7-dimensional phase space describing the
four-particle nal state. These \Optimal Variables" [25] are derived from the formalism of
optimal observables [26] which has been applied to TGC determination in [1,27]. Results
using this method are compared below with those using distributions of well-measured
variables, namely the production angle of the W
 
with respect to the electron beam, 
W
,
and the polar angle of the lepton in the laboratory frame, 
l
. In addition, information
obtained from the total numbers of events observed in the jjjj and `` channels, and
data from the single W topologies jjX and `X , were used to obtain overall results from
the 172 GeV data. Results from the same topologies at 161 GeV, using information from




in the jj` nal state, were combined with those at 172
GeV to give nal values for the couplings.




































V ), where the sums




of parameters under consideration. In the case of the deter-
mination of single parameters  considered in this paper, the right-hand side of the above




































V ) retains the whole information carried by the full distribution d=d
~
V and
hence allows the determination of  with maximum precision, equivalent to that of a
maximum likelihood t over all the phase space variables. Furthermore, it is argued




 available after reconstruction of events from experimental data are used
in place of the true variables
~
V .
The sample of 34 jj` events at 172 GeV was analyzed by performing a binned ex-





















) for each of the parameters 
W:::
dened in section 1, keeping the others xed
to their Standard Model values of zero. The expected numbers of events were computed
for several values of the couplings using the ERATO four-fermion generator and a full
simulation of the DELPHI detector. A reweighting technique was then used to estimate
the expected cross-section in each bin as a continuous function of each parameter t-






are shown in the





















), respectively, together with the expected distributions for the tted value of
one TGC parameter, 
W
. The validity of the technique was veried by applying it to a
large number of samples of fully simulated events corresponding to the same integrated
luminosity as the data, generated both with Standard Model and non-Standard Model
values of the couplings. The mean values of the precisions in the TGC parameters ob-
tained from these samples were found to be compatible with those from the data, and
the pull distributions had means and variances compatible with 0 and 1, respectively.
TGC Topologies used
parameter jj` jj` jj` + jjjj jj` + jjjj















































Table 1: Results obtained from ts to CP -conserving WWV coupling parameters at
172 GeV using various analysis procedures and data from various nal state topologies.
Values shown in the third and fourth columns have been obtained by combining the jj`
results in the rst column with data from additional topologies. In each t, the values of
the other TGC parameters were kept at their Standard Model values.
These results may be compared with those obtained from an analysis of the joint dis-




). These quantities can be directly estimated without serious
bias from the sum of the two measured hadronic jet vectors and the direction of the
observed lepton. Using the sample of jj` events obtained before application of a kine-




) plane was tted to that predicted
using ERATO and a fast simulation of the detector response; the results are shown in the
second column of table 1. They are in agreement with those from the Optimal Variables
analysis, though, as expected, with lower precision. The distributions of these variables
are shown in gures 1c) and d) together with the expected distributions for the tted
value of 
W
. Further analyses of the distributions in these variables using dierent
four-fermion generators [18,28] have given results in agreement with those shown in the
table.
The third and fourth columns of table 1 show the increase in precision obtained in the
CP -conserving TGC parameters at 172 GeV by addition to the results obtained from the
Optimal Variables analysis of the jj` channel, rst, of data from the jjjj and `` nal
states, then from the single W topologies jjX and `X . For the jjjj and `` topologies,
the observed total numbers of events were compared with those expected as a function of
each TGC parameter. In the analysis of the jjX nal state, the dierential distribution
in jcos 
W
j, estimated from the sum of the two reconstructed jet momenta, was also used.
The GRC4F generator was used for the calculation of the expected number of events,
and fully simulated samples of events generated with EXCALIBUR at values of -2.0, 0.0
and +2.0 for each parameter were used to estimate the detector response. In general, a
modest increase in precision is seen as results from each new data set are added.
Because the contributions to the amplitude forWW production from diagrams with s-
channel  and Z exchange contain a factor proportional to theW velocity, the sensitivity
7of the data to TGC parameters at 161 GeV is considerably smaller than at 172 GeV.




) from jj` events, the total numbers of
events observed in the jjjj and `` nal states, the distribution of jcos 
W
j from jjX
events and the number of events in the `X nal state at 161 GeV have been used to
supplement the results obtained from the higher energy data. Results obtained for both
CP -conserving and CP -violating couplings are shown for each of these energies in the
rst two columns of table 2, together with their statistical errors.





























































Table 2: Results obtained from ts to WWV coupling parameters. The rst two columns
show the values obtained from the 161 GeV and 172 GeV data with their statistical errors.
The third column shows the combined results; the rst error is statistical, the second is
systematic (see table 3 below for details). In each t, the values of the other TGC
parameters were kept at their Standard Model values.
Various systematic eects were considered and the estimated errors incurred in the
tted TGC parameters are given in detail for the 172 GeV data and summarized for the
161 GeV data in table 3. The table contains contributions arising from a conservatively
estimated precision of 100 MeV/c
2
in the value of the W mass [29], from the uncer-
tainty in the LEP beam energy [30] and experimental luminosity, from the theoretical
uncertainty in the cross-section evaluation (taken to be 2% [1]), from the errors in the
estimated signal and background cross-sections due to limited simulated statistics and,
in the jj` nal state, from the granularity of the binning used in the ts and from
uncertainties in the detector response which could aect the dierential distributions,
as described in [15]. The systematic error due to the use of a dierent hadronization
algorithm in jet reconstruction was also computed and found to be small compared to
those quoted in the table. The combined eect of all contributions to the systematic
uncertainty at 161 GeV is also shown.
The third column of table 2 shows the nal results for the TGC parameters, obtained
by combining the results at 161 and 172 GeV, together with their statistical and system-
atic errors. The systematic errors were obtained by adding in quadrature the rst four
contributions in table 3, considered as common to all topologies and to both energies, and
combining the result with the non-common contributions, which were each weighted with
the statistical precision of the topology concerned. The log likelihood distributions from
which the results are derived are shown in gure 2. The parameter values determined are












W mass 0.02 0.03 0.08 0.02 0.04
E
cm
0.02 0.02 0.04 0.02 0.02
Cross-section 0.03 0.04 0.16 0.03 0.06
Luminosity 0.01 0.01 0.05 0.01 0.02
Topology jj`, 172 GeV:
Binning granularity 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.03
Signal estimation 0.02 0.03 0.12 0.02 0.04
Background estimation 0.01 0.02 0.06 0.01 0.02
Topologies jjjj + ``, 172 GeV:
Signal estimation 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.04 0.04
Background estimation 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.03
Topologies jjX + `X , 172 GeV:
Signal estimation 0.03 0.10 0.04 0.00 0.01
Background estimation 0.09 0.21 0.13 0.00 0.02
Combined systematics, 172 GeV:
0.03 0.07 0.12 0.05 0.05
Combined systematics, 161 GeV:
0.07 0.10 0.15 0.15 0.30
Table 3: Estimated systematic uncertainties in the determination of WWV coupling
parameters. Details of the common and topology-dependent contributions are shown for
172 GeV data; the total of all non-common contributions is summarized for 161 and
172 GeV data. The entries for the jj` topology at 172 GeV refer to the analysis based
on Optimal Variables, described in the text.
4 Results on ZV  couplings






!  + invisible particles) = 1:47 0:38(stat.) 0:30(syst.) pb
in the region of phase space with E








the experimental eciencies within these selections. The systematic uncertainty comes
mainly from the calibration of the calorimeter energy scale and from the errors on the
detection and trigger eciencies.





!  + invisible particles) < 2:5 pb
9in the same region of phase space, including the eect of systematic uncertainties. This
limit is shown in gure 3 together with the predicted cross-section as a function of the


















The limit obtained for jh

30
j represents a considerable improvement over those reported








the unitarity limit, jh
Z
30
j = 0:99, for the values of  and n used in the form factor, and for
current values of
p
















Trilinear gauge couplings have been measured in DELPHI using data corresponding to
integrated luminosities of 10.0 pb
 1
at 161 GeV and 9.98 pb
 1
at 172 GeV. Values of the
























!We. The results are
summarized in table 2. Limits on the ZV  couplings h
;Z
3
have also been determined
using data from single photon production, with results given in section 4. No evidence
for deviations from Standard Model predictions is observed in the present data. Further
running at LEP2 should yield an improvement of up to an order of magnitude in the
precision of the results obtained.
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Figure 1: Distributions of pairs of variables used in the tting of WWV coupling



























. The points repre-
sent the data, and the histograms the expectation for the values of 
W
shown in table 1






































































. The dotted curves show the functions obtained
using data at 161 GeV, the dashed curves are from data at 172 GeV, and the full curves
show the results from the two energies combined. In each case, the curves include the


















Figure 3: Variation of the predicted cross-section for large angle single photon production






, for energy scale
 = 1 TeV and n = 3 in the form factor representation of h
V
3
. The square points on the
curves show the unitarity limits for the two couplings corresponding to these values of 
and n.
